The medial temporal lobes (MTL) play an essential role in episodic memory, and accumulating evidence indicates that two MTL subregions-the perirhinal (PRc) and parahippocampal (PHc) cortices-might have different functions. According to the binding of item and context theory (Diana, Yonelinas, & Ranganath, 2007; Eichenbaum, Yonelinas, & Ranganath, 2007), PRc is involved in processing item information, the target of memory encoding, whereas PHc is involved in processing context information, peripheral information that identifies the circumstances of the episode. Here, we used functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) adaptation to test the roles of different MTL subregions in the processing of item and context information. Participants were scanned while viewing a series of objects. Each object was presented with a unique semantic encoding question that elicited a salient cognitive context. The object picture, the encoding question, both, or neither were immediately repeated. We found that PRc activity was sensitive to repetition of the object but not the encoding question whereas PHc activity was sensitive to repetition of the encoding question but not the object. These data are consistent with the idea that the PRc and PHc are differentially involved in the representation of item and context information and additionally suggest that the role of the PHc extends to nonspatial, cognitive context information.
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Introduction
It is well established that the hippocampus is critical for episodic memory, but substantial evidence suggests that cortical regions in the medial temporal lobes (MTL), including the perirhinal cortex (PRc) and parahippocampal cortex (PHc), also play a critical role.
1 Unfortunately, the specific roles of these regions in episodic memory are not well understood, although several plausible theories have been proposed. One view that has emerged from both functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) and lesion studies is that the two areas show a category-specific division of labor, with PHc specialized for processing of scene information and PRc specialized for processing of faces and other objects (e.g. Barense, Gaffan, & Graham, 2007; Graham, Barense, & Lee, 2010; Taylor, Henson, & Graham, 2007) .
Converging with this view, fMRI studies show that an area within the PHc, called the ''parahippocampal place area'' (Epstein, Harris, Stanley, & Kanwisher, 1999; Epstein & Kanwisher, 1998) , is more active during processing of visual scenes compared to objects. Furthermore lesion studies suggest that damage to the right PHc is associated with deficits in spatial memory (Bohbot et al., 1998) , whereas damage to the PRc and anterior hippocampus is associated with deficits in object recognition and perception (Barense et al., 2007; Lee & Rudebeck, 2010) . Although the category-specificity view has a great deal of empirical support, it does not provide an adequate explanation for recruitment of PHc and PRc in tasks that do not involve visual object or scene stimuli. For example, these areas show activation that is sensitive to successful encoding and retrieval in verbal memory experiments (Cansino, Maquet, Dolan, & Rugg, 2002; Davachi, Mitchell, & Wagner, 2003; Eldridge, Knowlton, Furmanski, Bookheimer, & Engel, 2000; Kahn, Davachi, & Wagner, 2004; Ranganath et al., 2004; Woodruff, Johnson, Uncapher, & Rugg, 2005; Yonelinas, Otten, Shaw, & Rugg, 2005) A second plausible interpretation of the function of PHc is that it processes a fused representation of the object of study and its background information (Eichenbaum & Bunsey, 1995; Pascalis, Hunkin, Bachevalier, & Mayes, 2009 
